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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art* are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-7, 9-14, 16-17, 19-24, 26-27, 29-34, 36-37, 39-40, 74 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ausubel (383) in view of 
Popolo in further view of Douglas. 

Ausube (383) discloses a method, system, and computer program product on 
computer useable medium of conducting an electronic online auction between a 
plurality of potential bidders, the plurality of potential bidders competing for a lot ( i.e. 
mutiple objects together; col 4, lines 29-39) having at least one product (col 2, lines 51- 
67; col 3, lines1-67; col 4, lines 1-29). Participants of the online auction include a 
sponsor and at least two potential bidders competing for award of a lot (col 3, lines 1-5). 
Multiple bid information is received for a lot from multiple bidders (col 2, lines 61-62). 
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The received first bid information represents a first bid that is originally defined in 
a context of the first bidder (col 4, lines 5-10). Information reflective of the submitted first 
bid is stored, the stored information enabling a relative comparison of submitted bids 
(col 6, lines 1 1-27). Since multiple bidders and multiple bids are transmitted, and 
second bid information is transmitted. 

Ausubel (383) discloses performing a non-linear transformation (col 8, lines 1-19) 
using a lookup table (col 8, line 5). Since Ausubel (383) teaches performing his demand 
curve using a look-up table with a non-increasing constraint (i.e. linear), there is 
disclosed performing a combination of linear, non-lineear, and look-up table 
transformations simultaneously (col 8, lines 15-19). 

Ausubel (383) discloses functional equivalence to "common competitive basis" 
because he teaches basis for auctions that require common-value component of 
valuation and the competitive nature of bids in general (col 1 , lines 22-25). 

The system claims are understood to be apparatus. 

Ausubel (383) does not explicitly disclose: 

enabling a second bidder to view or display a bid originally defined in a 
context of said first bidder in said context of said second bidder as a relative 
comparison; and 



Application/Control Number: 09/282,157 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3624 

enabling a bidder to view or display a bid originally defined in a 
context of a bidder in a context of the buyer; 

generating de-transformed bid information not previously transformed 
which is transmitted to a second bidder; 

performing a linear transformation having at least one of a multiplicative 
adjustment and an additive adjustment; and, 

a received bid price (untransformed bid information), specified in a local currency 
of said first bidder which is converted (generating a transformed bid using first bid 
information) to yield a base currency bid price. 

Popolo discloses a received bid price (untransformed bid information), specified 
in a local currency of said first bidder which is converted (generating a transformed bid 
using first bid information) to yield a base currency bid price (col 4, lines 20-45). There 
is also disclosed enabling a bidder to view or display a bid originally defined in a context 
of a bidder in a context of the buyer (col 2, lines 4-12). A second bidder may view or 
display a bid originally defined in a context of said first bidder in said context of said 
second bidder as a relative comparison (col 14, lines 50-54; col 15, lines 1-60; col 16, 
lines 1-24). De-transformed bid information not previously transformed is transmitted 
(col 14, lines 18-25). 
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The reference to Popolo discloses viewing various bids, and since these bids 
may be viewed by changing the display information (i.e. conversions) there is "context" 
as broadly understood. Since multiple bidders are disclosed, transmission of multiple 
bidders is shown. 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to include a 
received bid price (untransformed bid information), specified in a local currency of said 
first bidder which is converted (generating a transformed bid using first bid information) 
to yield a base currency bid price to Ausubel (383) because Popolo teaches 
convenience for comparison purposes (col 2, lines 2-7). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to enabling a 
second bidder to view or display a bid originally defined in a context of said first bidder 
in said context of said second bidder as a relative comparison to Ausubel (383) because 
Popolo teaches that bidders may require changing bids (col 15, lines 24-27). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to include 
enabling a bidder to view or display a bid originally defined in a context of a bidder in a 
context of the buyer to Ausubel (383) because of what is taught by Popolo. Popolo 
teaches that context definition is important to reduce time and expense by increasing 
coordination between buyers and sellers, (col 1, lines 14-67; col 2, lines 1-12). 
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It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to transmit 
detransformed bid information not previously transformed to Ausubel (383) because 
Popolo teaches bidders may by-pass normal procedures to present bid information for 
consideration (col 14, lines 20-22). 

The term "context" is taken in the broadest definition of the term to mean 
something viewed in light of something else. Utilizing the broadest definition of the term, 
any review of a past bids (by others) is defined in "context" of the first bidder when 
viewed by a second bidder. 

While Ausubel (383) discloses various bidders and buyers that are different, and 
contextual changes between parties, Ausubel (383) does not further explicitly disclose a 
bidder to view in one context a bid that was originally submitted by a different bidder in a 
different context. 

Douglas discloses a user viewing in one context a document that was originally 
submitted by a different user in a different context (col 1, lines 39-67; col 2, lines 1-25). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to include a bidder 
to view in one context a bid that was originally submitted by a different bidder in a 
different context because Douglas teaches the desirability to edit or add comments to 
textual information (col 1, lines 15-25). 
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Both Douglass and Ausubel (383) are considered within the same broad related 
art endevor of textual information processing. 

3. Claims 5, 15, 25, and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
unpatentable over Ausubel (383) in view of Popolo in further view of Douglass as 
applied to claims 1-4, 6-7, 9-14, 16-17, 19-24, 26-27, 29-34, 36-37, 39-40, 74 above, 
and further in view of (Walsh and Walker et al (207)). 

Ausubel (383), Popolo, and Douglass do not disclose transforming a received 
price per physical measure of weight or volume of coal into a standardized unit of value 
to the buyer of coal using multiplicative adjustments and additive adjustments based 
upon one or more of the thermal content, percentage sulfur, percentage ash, 
percentage water, and hardness of coal of said first bidder. 

Walsh discloses coal and its intrinsic value for low ash and sulphur content (col 
1, lines 1-49). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to include 
transforming a standardized unit of value to the buyer of coal based upon percentage 
sulfur because of what is taught by both Walsh and Walker et al (207). Walker et al 
(207) teaches coal as a commodity which can be auctioned (col 2, line 54) and Walsh 
teaches a basis to evaluate intrinsic value of coal. 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims of record have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Arguments regarding the 35 U.S.C 101 rejection are also considered moot since 
the claims as now amended obviate such a rejection. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See 
MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Alain L. Bashore whose telephone number is 703- 
308-1884. The examiner can normally be reached on about 7:00 am to 4:30 pm 
(Monday thru Thursday). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 703-308-1065. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Alain L. Bashore 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3624 



